THE EVIDENCE OF THE SONNETS
Chambers5 objections are based on "the com-
monness of the initials W. H. and the name Hall/5
and the "humour in the notion of Thorpe's
dedicating the volume to a printer whom he had
not employed." The initials W, H. may, or may
not, have been more common than others;
but it is doubtful whether in a population of
perhaps 200,000 there were many Halls in the
stationery and printing business, who decided
to get married shortly before the publication of
the Sonnets. If the marriage entry is regarded as
relevant, Colonel Ward made certain that there
was only one possible William Hall. We do not
know the terms of the transfer of the Sonnets to
Thorpe, nor what passed in the matter of the
printing contract, but it is significant that the
printer of the Sonnets was George Eld, who had
been employed by Hall himself. Hall and Thorpe
were apparently "birds of a feather55 and friends.
According to Chambers (p. 566), S. Lee not
only identified "Mr. W. H.5' as William Hall, the
obscure stationer and printer, "but gave a bless-
ing to a further assumption that this was also a
William Hall, who married at Hackney in 1608, and
might therefore be congratulated on the birth of
a child in 1609," It has been shown above with
certainty that the marriage entry of William Hall
in Hackney Church was discovered by Colonel
Ward entirely owing to his adoption of the
Oxford hypothesis. Lee's so-called "blessing,55
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